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victed Lalaji and his companions did not know the law. They had
therefore to release them. Instead of all being released together
they were released separately and some at midnight. But that was
by no means the most graceless part of the performance. Lalaji
was rearrested immediately after his discharge. By this action the
Punjab Government have shown themselves more vindictive than
penitent. The release they could not help, nor could they help
their pettiness. They did not want Lalaji to be free for a single
moment and therefore they rearrested him. Although an under-
trial prisoner, his people including his son are not allowed to see
him. They knew that Lalaji would not escape "justice" if they serv-
ed on him a summons. But such a natural and courteous step was
too simple for the Punjab Government. I congratulate Lalaji on
his rearrest and sympathize with Pandit Santanam, Malik Lalkhan
and Dr. Gopichand for their premature discharge.
PENSION OR DEFERRED PAY
I have now procured paragraph 351 of Section 1, Chapter 15
of General Rules regarding ordinary pensions, under which Mr.
Joshi of Dharwar has been deprived of his pension. The rule
reads as follows:
Future good conduct is an implied condition of every grant of a
pension. The local Government, the Government of India, and the
Secretary of State in Council reserve to themselves the right of withholding
or withdrawing a pension or any part of it, if the pensioner be convict-
ed of serious crime or be guilty of grave misconduct.
The decision of the Secretary of State in Council on any question of
withholding or withdrawing the whole or any part of a pension under this
Regulation shall be final and conclusive.
To a layman, it is one and the same thing whether you call
it pension or deferred pay or anything else. It cannot be given
to a servant who has proved faithless in the discharge of his duty
or who, on the termination of active service, by his future conduct
proves undeserving. A servant on pension has, perhaps, need to
be more careful about his conduct than a servant in active service
for the simple reason, that whilst on duty he is under watch, off
duty he is on trust. Judged by this standard and considered as a
public servant, Mr. Joshi has not only done nothing reprehensible
but has done what any honourable man will do, that is to say,
in the evening of his life put such talents as he has unreservedly at
the disposal of the public, although in law he is entitled to pass
his time in rest and retirement. A government responsive to public